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FOR 
The Process of the Resurrection. 


It has been somewhat difficult for me to get 
aclear idea of the process of the death and 
resurrection of Christ in believers, as involved 
in the New Testament sayings which represent 
us as dead and risen with Christ, and still ex- 
hort us to ‘ mortify our members which are up- 
on the earth.’ A late reading of the epistles 
of Paul, has, however,. presented the subject 
quite free from mystification. 

It is plain that Paul understood it to be a 
gradual process, involving the complete death 
of the old man. ‘There is no chance for fanat- 
icism to plume itself in his philosophy, and, on 
the other hand, antinomianism finds no quarter 
in the cross of Christ. Both these spirits are 
tempted to spread themselves in view of the 
great fact that believers are risen with Christ 
—the one to arrogate to itself what still re- 
mains in the hands of the great distributor, and 
the other to do nothing because Christ has al- 
ready done all; but both are nailed tothe cross. 

The real process of the resurrection is 
doubtless illustrated by the symbol used by the 
apostle in the fifteenth chapter of 1 Corinthians. 
Human nature before the power of the resnr- 
rection takes effect upon it, is like a seed of 
grain. In every seed, or in the fruit of every 
plant, there is an embryo, which under proper 
influence will throw off its present envelope, 
and assume a new one. So in all human (not 
diabolical) nature there is a germ, which, when 
brought under the quickening power of Christ, 
will put off its old covering, and assume a new 
one. This inward germ is latent, in human 
life as in vegetable life, until brought under 
the working of mightier influences than the old 
life which oppresses it. 
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A belief and confession of a risen Christ 
within, is the act which, on the one hand, 
quickens the interior spirit, and on the other 
hand, is the death-blow to the flesh. As God 
said to Adam, ‘In the day that thou eatest 
[of the forbidden fruit] thou shalt surely die,’ 
—so the gospel says to man, that in the day he 
heartily recognizes the quickening power of Christ 
within, he shall surely live and rise with Christ. 
Though Adam virtually died ‘in the day? that 
he ate of the forbidden fruit, yet he did not 
immediately return te the dust, but was brought 
under the power of decay—received into him- 
self an element that, working like leaven, final- 
ly returned him to the dust. So, by virtue of 
receiving and confessing the power of Christ’s 
resurection in us, we are not immediately 
made perfect, in the sense of having entirely 
put out of our sight the life of the flesh, and 
entered into all the joys of the resurrection 
state. This is rather the climax or conclusion 
of a (perhaps long) process, which commences 
when the quickening power of Christ is received 
into our hearts. The resurrection has then be- 
gun, and also the death of the flesh—the 
‘putting away of the old man ;’ and may we 
not say, that the heart is risen with Christ 
the moment his presence is felt there ?—and 
that other members are raised with Christ suc- 
cessively ? It isa common remark among 
our people that this or that person is suffering 
under an unsanetified passion; by which we 
mean that it is not renewed or resurrected. 
This view plainly accords with the language of 
Paul to the Colossians. He speaks of their 
being risen with Christ, saying, ‘ Ye are dead, 
and your life is hid with Christ in God;? anc 
in the second verse following, adds— martify 
therefore your members which are upon the 
earth,’ 
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We rely on the free gifts of | fering crucifixion, we may know that it is a sure 


the resurrection process can take place no fas- 
ter than the death process. The latter must 
precede the former, (not in importance, but) 
in time. The two are nearly always placed 
together in Paul’s exhortation. ‘Put off the 
old man, and put on the new man.’ Here we 
see a rational ground for rejoicing in tribula- 
tion and suffering—in everything that helps 
forward the death and putting away of the old 
| man : for we know that the resurrection life 
lof Christ will fill up all gaps made by the put- 
ting away of the flesh, with its affections and 
lusts. If we die daily we shall rise daily. 
If we see any passion under judgment, and suf- 


sign of new life and happiness in that same 
passion : itis being prepared to enter the glo- 
ries of the resurrection. 

We cannot resurrect ourselves simply by the 
power of our own will and works, any more than 
the covering which envelopes the germ of a 
seed has power of itself to quicken and 
strengthen that germ, and at the same time die 
and throw away itself from the germ. But we 
can (feebly, to be sure at first) coéperate with 
the transforming power of Christ by reckoning 
ourselves dead and risen. This reckoning of 
which the apostle makes so much account, seems 
to be an act on our part that severs the con- 
nections between the old and new life ; and the 
power of reckoning increases in proportion as 
the inward man is renewed, ard the outward 
nan subdued—in other words, in proportion as 
the flesh is subjected to the spirit. Hence the 
following earnest language of Paul is but the 
natural utterance of a life that has grown 
strong by the gradual process of reckon- 
ing : ‘* I count all things but loss for the excel- 
lency of the knowledge of Christ Jesus my 
Lord: for whom I have suffered the loss of all 
things, and do count them but dung that I may 
win Christ; and be found in him, not having 
mine own righteousness, which is of the law, 
but that which is through the faith of Christ, 
the righteousness which is of God by faith: 
that I may know him, and the power of his 
resurrection, and the fellowship of his suffer- 
ings, being made conformable unto his death ; 
if by any means I might attain unto the resur- 
rection of the dead. Not asthoughI had al- 
ready attained, either were already perfect: 
but I follow after, if that I may apprehend 
that for which also I am apprehended of Christ 
Jesus. Brethren, I count not myself to have 
apprehended: but this one thing | do, forget- 
ting those things which are behind, and reach- 
ing forth unto those things which are before, I 
press toward the mark for the prize of the high 
calling of God in Christ Jesus.’ (Phil. 3: 
8—14.) w. 
Oneida, Feb. 2, 1853. 





Paul’s Views of Marriage. 
An Examination of the Seventh Chepter of 
1 Corinthians. 
PRELIMINARY REMARKS. 

Peter says that in Paul’s epistles are ‘ things 
hard to be understood ;? and the Christian 
world has found that remark to be true. The 
seventh chapter of Romans, for instanee, has 
been for eighteen centuries a subject of general 
and deplorable misapprehension. That chapter, 
containing the miserable confessions of a man 
who says, ‘when I would do good, evil is pre- 
sent with me,’ &e., has been supposed to refer 
to genuine Christian experience, and has been 
the favorite resort ef persons who wanted an 
excuse for sin, while yet they claimed to be 
Christians. But it is now found that the old 
interpreters have misunderstood this passage, 
and that Paul’s words have been ‘wrested,’ 
it is to be feared, to the destruction of some 
who have made the most use of them. The 
authorities in this country and in Germany 
have at length discovered, and demonstrated, 

that it is not Christian experience, but legal 
experience, which Paul intended to describe in 

the seventh of Romans, and that Christian ex- 

perience is presented in the cighth chapter, 

which is in perfeet eontrast with the seventh. 

But while truth has prevailed against long- 

cherished error in respect to the seventh of 
Romans, we imagine that the seventh chapter 


passages that has not been unlocked; and one 
that is wrested, more or less destructively to 
the interests of men. It is to be hoped, how- 
ever, that here too we shall at length get light, 
and come to a true understanding of the apos- 
tle’s doctrine ; and it may be found, in this 
case as in the other, that the intent of the 
passage has been not only perverted, but actu- 
ally reversed, and turned to the opposite use 
from that which was intended. 

Before entering upon aspecific examination of 
this chapter on marriage, it is necessary to cast 
a preliminary glance at the condition and cha- 
racter of those to whom Paul was writing, and 
also at some of the general doctrines which are 
previously announced, and which he always 
taught as the constitutional principles of the 
gospel. 

First, it is to be noticed that he was address- 
ing a body of persons who were in a low state 
of spirituality. He says in the beginning of 
the third chapter of the epistle, ‘I brethren 
could not speak unto you as unto spiritual, but 
as unto carnal, even as unto babes in Christ. 
[ have fed you with milk and not with meat: 
for hitherto ye were not able to bear it; neither 
yet now are ye able. For ye are yet carnal.’ 
It is plain, therefore, that the whole epistle, of 
which this passage is the introduction, is whut 
he calls milk and not meat ; that is, it contains 
only such incipient disclosures of the bearing 
of the gospel, as are adapted to carnal persons, 
who are in the struggle between sin and grace, 
and is not intended to be a disclosure of the 
deep things of God, such as determine the state 
of the church in its ultimate, perfected cundi- 





tion. 

Another thing to be observed, is, that the 
particular discussion of the relation of the 
sexes in the chapter under consideration, is 
connected with the central subject of Paul’s gos- 
pel; viz., the cross of Christ. He says in the 
beginning of the second chapter, ‘I deter- 
mined not to know anything among you, save 
Jesus Christ, and him crucfied.? With such an 
announcement beforehand, itis to be assumed 
that his subsequent discourse would correspond ; 
and henee we are to conclude that he studied 
the social problem not in a random, incoherent 
way, but with direct reference to its connection 
with salvation by the Cross of Christ. It be- 
comes important then that we understand in 
some gencral way, the purport of this central 
doctrine about the Cross of Christ, in order 
that we may rightly estimate the incidental de- 


the chapter to be examined. 

We have presented at various times, in The 
Circular, the form of truth which we under- 
stand to be designated by that term—‘ the 
Cross of Christ’—and it is unnecessary to dwell 
upon it here, further than to say, that Paul 
accepted the erucifixion of Christ as his own 
death, and the death of all believers. Count- 


Christ’s body, the condition of their Head ne- 


ture believers might fail to fully apprehend the 
fact, Paul never ceased to urge it upon them, 
and never waived for a moment, the claim on 
behalf of himself and the church, of being dead 
and risen, by virtue of the death and resurree- 
tion of Christ. He preached invariably, as a 
man in the resurrection, to achurch in the 
resurrection. Such was the constitution of the 
church, on the basis of the Cross of Christ ; and 
there can be no doubt that his whole discourse 
in the chapter before us is shaped with re- 
ference to that idea. 

The third observation necessary to be made, 
is, that he was preaching to a church who had 
been taught to expect the Second Coming of 
Christ, within their own lifetime. The whole 








It is evident from the nature of things that 





of 1 Corinthians is still one of the ‘ hard’ 





tenor of the preaching of Christ and the apos- 





tles, was to this effect. The assurance every 
where accompanied the gospel, that Jesus 
Christ was soon to come in judgment: none 
knew how soon, but the period was understood 
to be limited within the lifetime of some of the 
disciples. Expectation of this event was the 
universal attitude of the church. In fact, 
Paul speaks of this expectation, in the com- 
mencement of this epistle, as follows: ‘“ Ye 
come behind in no gift, waiting for the coming 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, who shall also con 

firm you unto the end, that ye may be blame- 
less in the day of our Lord Jesus Christ.’’-— 
As he was ‘ looking for the Lord Jesus Christ, 
who should change his vile body,’ so he ad- 
dressed the church, as looking for the same 
glorious translation, at the appearance of 
Christ ; and in the fifteenth chapter, speaking 
of that approaching event, he explicitly says, 
‘We shall not all sleep, but we shall all be 
changed.’ He is not discoursing here,of saints in 
distant ages ; but of what he and they person- 
ally expected, and had a right to expect, from 
Christ’s predictions in the twenty-fourth of 
Matthew, and elsewhere. 

A fourth point to be noticed in this prelimi- 
nary view, is, that in Paul’s mind, the Cross of 
Christ, legitimately, and by virtue of the death 
and resurrection which it conveys to the be- 
liever, makes him free from law. ‘ The law 
hath dominion over a man as long ashe liveth.’ 
But the church, by the cross of Christ, were 
‘ crucified to the world and the world unto 
them.’ They were taught to reckon themselves 
dead and risen, and hence, that they constitu- 
ted a kingdom by themselves, beyond the juris- 
diction of human judgment, and amenable in 
conscience, only to the spiritual authority which 
belongs to Christ, and the state beyond death. 

An indication of this assumption in regard to 
their position, may be found in the beginning of 
the sixth chapter, where the apostle censures 
certain of the Corinthian church for going to 
law before unbelievers. While intimating that 
it was utterly shameful that their carnality made 
occasion for any disputes among them, he adjures 
them at least, to settle such affairs by or- 
ganizing courts of their own, instead of ap- 
pezling to the courts of the world. He asks 
with astonishment, whether they were not com- 
petent to institute a judiciary among them- 
selves, seeing that their calling as members of 
Christ’s kingdom, actually commissioned them 
to judge the world, and even angels. Now this 
assumption that they were bound to set up a 


ductions about marriage which are set forth in | judiciary among themselves to supersede courts 


of law in the world, was an assumption that 
they belonged to a distinct and independent 
kingdom. He recognized no other authority 
over them than that of Christ, and no obli- 
gation of conscience to any law but the law of 
Christ. This necessarily resulted from the 
fact of his reckoning himself dead with Christ ; 
for, in the language of his definition already 


ing himself and the church as members of| quoted, ‘the law hath dominion over a man 


only] so long as he liveth.? It was on this 
y g 


cessarily passed upon them; and while imma-| ground that the church had already repudiated 


the ecclesiastical law and ordinances of Judaism, 


and here Paul clearly extends that repudiation 


(in spirit, and in form so far as it could be done 
peacefully) to the ciyd institutions of his time. 
It was his determination to consider the church 
a trans-mortal institution—-a kingdom by itself 
—one of ‘ tne powers that be’—and a candidate 
for judging the world. 

Whether Paul was right in all this, or wheth- 
er he was foolish and fanatical, is quite a sepa- 








rate question, with which we are not at present 
concerned. What we want, is not to settle the 
right or wrong of the positions he assumed and 
the course he took, but to ascertain precisely 
what was his position and course. If on fair 
examination of his views about the cross of 





Christ and the Second Coming, any persons 
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choose to think that they are wiser than he was | 


that standeth stedfast in his heart, having no neces- 
sity, but hath power over his own will, and hath so 


in his deductions, there will be abundant oppor- | decreed in his heart that he will keep his virgin, 


tunity to differ; it is sufficient for us now to be 


able to say, such evidently were his views on 
these subjects. 

We will now present the whole of the 7th 
chapter of 1 Corinthians, together with the part 
of the 6th immediately preceding, which will 
be found important in connection, as disclosing 
the foundation principles of what follows. We 
present it in the common English translation ; 
and such corrections as we have to make in the 
rendering, as also the explanatory remarks 
which we shall offer on the ‘hard things’ that 
occur, we will place in after-notes, referring 
to numbers in the text. 





1 Corinthians, Ch. 6: 12-20, and Ch. 7. 

All things are lawful unto me, but all things are 
not expedient: all things are lawful for me, but I 
will not be brought under the power of any.(1) 
Meats for the belly, and the belly for meats: but 
God shall destroy both it and them. Now the body 
is not for fornication, but for the Lord; and the 
Lord for the body, And God hath both raised up the 
Lord, and will also raise up us by his own power. (2) 
Know ye not that your bodies are the members 
of Christ ? shall [then take the members of Christ, 
and make them the members of an harlot? God 
forbid. What! know ye not that he which is joined 
to an harlot is one body ? for two, saith he, shall be 
one flesh. But he that is joined unto the Lord is 
one spirit. Flee fornication. Every sin that a man 
doeth, is without the body; but he that committeth 
fornication, sinneth against his own body.(3) What! 
know ye not that your body is the temple of the 
Moly Ghost which is in you, which ye have of God, 
and ye are not your own? For ye are bought with 
a price: therefore glorify God in your body, [and in 
your spirit, which are God's. ](4) 

Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto 
me: It is good for 1 man not to touch a woman. 
Nevertheless, to avoid fornication, let every man 
have his own wife, and let every woman have her 
own husband.(5) Let the husband render unto the 
wife due benevolence: and likewise also the wife 
unto the husband. The wife hath not power of her 
own body, but the husband: and likewise also the 
husband hath not power of his own body, but the 
wife.(6) Defraud ye not one the other, except it be 
with consent for a time, that ye may give yourselves 
to fasting and prayer; and come together again, 
that Satan tempt you not for your incontinency.(7) 
But I speak this by permission, and not of command- 


ment. For I would that all men were even as | 
myself. But every man hath his proper gift of God, 


one after this manner, and another after that. I 
say therefore to the unmarried and widows, It is 
good for them if they abide even as I. But if they 
cannot contain, let them marry: for it is Detter to 
marry than to burn.(8) And unto the married | 
command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife 
depart from her hushand; but and if she depart, 
let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her 
husband :(9) and let not the husband put away his 
wife. But to the rest speak I, not the Lord, If any 
brother hath a wife that believeth not, and she be 
pleased to dwell with him, let him not put her away. 
And the woman which hath an husband that believ- 
eth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her 
not leave him. For the unbelieviag husband is 
sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is 
sanctified by the husband: else were your children 
nnelean ; but now are they holy. But if the unbe- 
lieving depart, let him depart. <A brother or a 
sister is not under bondage in such cases; but God 
hath called us to peace. For what knowest thou, 
wife, whether thou shalt save thy husband? or 
how knowest thou, O man, whether thou shalt save 
thy wife? Butas God hath distributed to every 
man, xs the Lord hath called every one, so let him 
walk. And so ordain Tin all churches.(10) Is any 
man called being circumcised ? let him not become 
uncireumeised. Is any called in uncircumcision? 
let him not becircumeised. Circumcision is nothing, 
and uncircumcision is nothing, but the keeping of 
the commandments of God.(11) Let every man 
abide in the same calling wherein he was called. 
Art thou called being a servant? care not for it; 
but if thou mayest be made free,use it rather.(12) For 
he that is called in the Lord, being a servant, is the 
Lord’s freeman: likewise also he that is called, 
being free, is Christ’s servant. Ye are bought with 
a price; be not ye the servants of men.(13) Breth- 
ren, let every man, wherein he is called, therein 
abide with God. Now concerning virgins, [ have no 
commandment of the Lord: yet I give my judgment 
xs one that hath obtained mercy of the Lord to be 
faithful. [suppose therefore that this is good for 
the present distress ;(14) I say, that it is good for a 
man so to be. Art thou bound unto a wife? seek 
not to be loosed. Art thou loosed from a wife? 
seek not a wife. Butand if thou marry, thou hast 
not sinned: and ifa virgin marry she hath not sin- 
ned. Nevertheless, such shall have trouble in the 
flesh ; but Ispare you.(15) But this I say, brethren, 
the time is short.(16) It remaineth, that both they 
that have wives, be as though they had none; 
und they that weep, as though they wept not; and 
they that rejoice, as though they rejoiced not; and 
they that buy, as though they possessed not; and 
they that use this world, as not abusingit. For the 
fashion of this world passeth away.(17) But I would 
have you without carefulness. He that is unmarried 
careth for the things that belong to the Lord, how 
he may please the Lord; but he that is married 
careth for the things that are of the world, how he 
may please his wife.(18) There is difference also 
between a wife and a virgin. The unmarried woman 
careth for the things of the Lord, that she may be 
holy, both in body and in spirit: but she that is 
married, careth for the things of the world, how she 
may please her husband. And this I speak for your 
own profit; not that I may cast a snare upon 
you, but for that which is comely, and that ye may 
attend upon the Lord without distraction. (19) But 
if any man think that he behaveth himself uncomely 
toward his virgin, if she pass the flower of her age, 
and need so require, let him do what he will, he 
sinneth not: let them marry. Nevertheless, he 


'doeth well. So then he that giveth her in marriage 
| doth well; but he that giveth her not in marriage 
| doeth better.(20) The wife is bound by the law as 
| long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be 
| dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she 
| will ; only in the Lord.(21) 
| she so abide, after my judgment: and I think also 
| that I have the Spirit of God. 
NOTES. 
(1) ‘All things are lawful unto me.2—This 
| declaration, which is several times repeated in 
| Paul’s epistles, is plainly connected with his 


| theory of the emancipation of believers from 


| all human law, and their transfer to the spirit- 


ual government of Christ. As he directed the 
Corinthians to renounce reference to the civil 
tribunals of the world, and to establish courts 
of their own, so he also sought to put out of 
their consciences, individually, all reference to 
any human Jaw whatsoever; and in the place 
ot it, set them upon judging their condition 
solely with reference to their relation to Christ 
and the interests of their spiritual nature. But 
a bad use could be made of that emancipation ; 
and doubtless there was a degree of perverse 
antinomianism in the church, which led to an 
extravagant estimate of their independence by 
their connection with Christ and death to the 
law. ‘Too much account was made of the prin- 
ciple, and not enough of its limitations. Hence 
while Paul admits and reiterates it as a true 
doctrine that ‘all things are lawful,’ he also 
proceeds tu enforce the counter considerations 
—‘All things are not expedient’—‘ I will not 
be brought under the power of any.’ We find, 
however, that in the counsel that follows, he 
does not turn their consciences at all toward 
human law; but even in censuring fornication 
he adheres faithfutly to his first principle, and 
condemns that offense, not because it was un- 
lawful, but because it was spiritually pernicious 
and contrary to their relations to Christ. 

(2) ‘Meats for the belly, and the belly for 
meats: but God shail destroy both it and them. 
[But] the body is not for fornication, &e. 
Verses 13 and 14.—Here are obviously two 
principles presented in contrast, and their 
different results. ‘Meats for the belly, and 
the belly for meats’ is one principle; ‘ The 
body is for the Lord, and the Lord for the 
body,’ is another and quite opposite principle. 
The results of the two are correspondingly op- 
posite. In the one case, ‘ the Lord shall de- 
stroy both it [the body] and them, [meats, ;’ 
and in the other ease, ‘God shall raise up 
both the Lord and us.’ Itis evident that 
Paul does not intend to sanction the first prin- 
ciple, but presents it, probably, as a current 
Epicurean maxim, for the sake of showing its 
result, and giving point to his antithesis. The 
idea is, if you hold that the body is for carnal 
enjoyment, and choose to marry it in the down- 
ward way to matter, you will have your end in 
destruction. The same sentiment occurs, in 
quite similar language, in Phil. 3: 18, 19. 
On the other hand, the principle he sanctions 
is, that ‘the body is for the Lord, and the 
Lord for the body,’ and the result of this mar- 
riage is resurrection. We shall find in this 
latter doctrine, the secret thread of all that 
follows—the clue to his meaning in all that he 
says about the intercourse of the sexes. He 
proceeds to condemn fornication, not because 
it is unlawful, or on the ordinary ground of 
morality, but because it withdraws the body 
from its true owner, the Lord ; and we shall see 
afterwards, that his objection to marriage, 
stands on the same ground. 

(3) ‘Sinneth against his own body.’—The 
general idea here evidently is, that fornication 
affects one’s own life more intimately than other 
sins. Dut it is difficult to understand how the 
apostle would make out that every other sin is 
external to the body. Do not gluttons, sui- 
cides, &c., sin against their own body? This 
is one of the ‘ hard things,’ in respect to which 
we must wait for more light. We notice that 
among the sins prohibited in the ten command- 
ments, the only one that directly affects one’s 
own body, is adultery. Perhaps Paul had his 
eye on that list. 

(4) ‘Glorify God in your body, [and in 





your spirit, which are God’s.”?]—The last clause 


But she is happier if 





of this verse, which we have placed in brackets, 
is not found in many of the original manu- 
scripts; and according to the best authorities, 
is spurious. There is evident reason for that 
conclusion, discoverable in the text itself.— 
Paul had been insisting that the believer’s 
body belongs to the Lord, and should be mar- 
ried to him exclusively; and as the close of a 
powerful argument on this point, the exhorta- 
tion is exceedingly appropriate— Therefore 
glorify God in your body.’ The addition about 
the ‘spirit,’ appears common-place, and un- 
called-for, in this connection, and only serves 
to weaken the force of the sentence. It would 
seem to have been added by persons who ei- 
ther did not understand Paul, or who chose to 
round off his period, at the expense of his idea. 

‘ Glorify God in your body.’? This was the 
point which he wished to establish: and the 
whole passage corresponds with a similar one in 
Romans, where he says ; ‘ I beseech you there- 
fore, brethren, by the mercies of God, that 
ye present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, 
acceptable unto God.’ We must clearly ap- 
preciate him on this point, in order to under- 
stand his doctrine about fornication; and also 
his subsequent position in respect to marriage. 
He preached Christ crucified and risen, and 
constantly assumed that by spiritual union with 
him, believers too, were dead and risen: 
whereby they entered into new relations through- 
out, both of body and soul. Christ, he al- 
leged, had ‘ apprehended’ them as in the res- 
urrection, and this was henceforth, their true 
marriage relation. All their experience and 
discipline was to enable them ‘ to apprehend 
that for which they were apprehended of Christ 
Jesus,’ viz., the full realization in body, as 
wellas in spirit, (see Phil. 3: 11.) of the resur- 
rection state. With a clear understanding of 
this point of his theology, we shall have no 
difficulty in understanding his discourse upon 
marriage, in the following chapter. 

(5) ‘It is good for a man not to touch a wo- 
man. Nevertheless to avoid fornication,’ &e.— 
The Apostle’s previous principle that ‘the body 
is for the Lord,’ makes ground for him now to 
assume the more general position, that ‘ it is 
good fora man not to touch a woman’ at all ; 
which is opposed to marriage-commerce, as 
really as to fornication. Paul was clearly op- 
posed to both—in different degrees, it is true ; 
but for precisely the same reason, viz., that 
both interfere with the integrity of believers’ 
relations to the Lord. Their bodies were not 
for human possession, either in the way of mar- 
riage, or prostitution ; but ‘for the Lord.’ 
We see however, as has been said, that he es- 
timated the two things differently; and that 
when called to choose between them, he pre- 
ferred the recognized institution of marriage, 
to any looser mode of alliance. Fornication, 
in his view, while it had in it all the-bad ele- 
ments of marriage, tending to withdraw them 
from Christ, their true husband, had also addi- 
tional evils connected with it, which made it 
far more destructive to their spiritual interests. 
For instance, it is obvious that it would almost 
necessarily have brought them into association 
with the profligate and abandoned, and would 
have led to various disturbances in their civil 
and social relations. Hence, as the wisest 
choice of evils, Paul advises them to avoid for- 
nication by marriage. It is not tobe under- 
stood by this, that he meant to recommend 
marriage to all, without qualification, but sim- 
ply af e was necessary, in order to avoid irreg- 
ular courses, they should marry, and each one 
have his own partner. But the state which he 
prefers to marriage, is intimated in the first 
clause, where he says, ‘ It is good for a man not 
to touch a woman ;’ viz., a state of entire 
freedom from sexual ties. That was the 
high ground on which he stood personally, and 
the one which he could recommend to all, as 
believers in Christ—counting themselves dead 
and risen, and their bodies belonging to the 
Lord. 

(6) ‘Hath not power of his own body,’ &e. 
—TIn the previous verse there is a debt spoken 
of as‘due between married parties, and this 





verse discloses what that debt is. In the mar- 
riage contract the parties mutually make over 
to each other the right of their bodies: and 
here comes out clearly the point of Paul’s ob- 
jection to the institution. He cannot recom- 
mend such a sale ; though he insists that if the 
sale has taken place, the terms of it shall be 
faithfully adhered to. 
when he said, ‘All things are lawful toe me,’ 
he added, ‘J will not be brought wnder the power 
Here he says, that by marriage the 


In a previous verse, 


of any.’ 
man comes personally under the power of his 
wife ; and the woman under the power of her 
husband. ‘This is the nature of the contract. 
But having taken the position that our bodies 
are for the Lord—that we are bought with a 
price, and are bound to glorify him freely in 
body as well as soul, it is a matter of course 
that he should object to any relation which 
brings the body under the power of another, 
as marriage does. It was contrary to the con- 
stitutional principles of the gospel, and for his 
part ‘ he would not be brought under the power 
of any.’ If others could not keep their freedom 
as he did, he thought the best surrender they 
could make was by marriage. But in principle, 
the making over of their persons to another by 
marriage, was as really a breach of their as- 
sumed relation to Christ as fornication, though 
not so destructive. 

(7) ‘Defraud ye not one the other,....but 
come together again, that Satan tempt you not for 
your incontinency.’—He assumes that persons 
who find it necessary to marry to avoid fornica- 
tion—so compromising in a mild degree their 
relations to Christ—are incontinent persons ; 
and his directions to them are such as good 
sense would suggest in view of that fact. After 
placing themselves in the intimate relationship 
of marriage, he considers that their only safe 
way is to live according to the terms of the in- 
stitution. Not to pay theirdebtswould expose 
them to more difficulty than any other course, 
and his idea in substance is, that if they have 
adopted marriage as a resource against temp- 
tation, they ought still to make it their security, 
and the orderly vent of their passion, rather 
than by any notions of abstinence, expose 
themselves to further difficulties from inconti- 
nency. 

(8) ‘I would that all men were evenas I.... 
But if they cannot contain let them marry ; for 
it is better to marry than to burn.’-—Here mar- 
riage is again distinctly placed on the ground 
of a choice of evils. Paul himself was unmar- 
ried, and he repeats emphatically the wish that 
all believers stood with him in that respect.— 
We have then thus far, three states set forth, 
with a clear gradation of preference in his mind : 
one which he utterly concemns, viz., fornica- 
tion,--one which he tolerates under cireum- 
stances of necessity, but with objections, viz., 
marriage,—and one which he approves of, viz., 
a state of entire freedom from unspiritual in- 
stitutions and obligations. 

(9) ‘Let not the wife depart 
if she depart, let her remain wnmarried.? &e.— 
Hfere the idea is badly confused, by a defective 
As the text stands, it would seem 


. . but and 


translation. 
that after strictly commanding married persons, 
in the name of the Lord, not to separate, he 
then gives them liberty to separate, by propos- 
ing an alternative. This inconsistency does not 
exist in the original; but is made in the trans- 
lation by a false rendering of the word for ‘ depart’ 
in the second case where it occurs; which is in 
the past tense, and should read ‘departed,’ or 
‘have departed.’ Then the apostle’s meaning 
is simple and clear. He commands those who 
are married not to depart; but if in any case 
separation has taken place previously—if the 
wife have departed, then he says let her either 
remain unmarried or go back and be reconciled 
to her husband. 

(10) ‘As the Lord hath called every one, so 
let him walk.’—The order against voluntary 
divorce was very peremptory and unqualified. 
While Paul objected on general principles to 
marriage, yet in any case where that contract 


had been assumed, he opposed the violation of 


it. The policy of Christ seems to have taken 
the direction of not disturbing existing relations 
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of any kind--and this policy took effect in the 
case of marriage precisely as it did in the case 
of circumcision and slavery, which Paul intro- 
duced afterwards as illustrations. Three times 
in the passage from the 10th verse to the 24th, 
the order is given—‘ Stand as you are!? 
‘Whether you are circumcised or uncireum- 
cised, stand as you are. Whether you are a 
slave or a freeman, stand as you are. Whether 
you are married or unmarried, stand as you 
are—if you can.’ So Paul ordained in all the 
churches. 

(11) ‘Circumcision is nothing, and uncir- 
cumcision is nothing.’—From the subject-mat- 
ter of this chapter, and the whole connection 
of his argument, we cannot but conclude that 
this is intended to express precisely his princi- 
ple in respect to marriage. So far as con- 
science is concerned, (he would say,) marriage 
is nothing, and celibacy is nothing; but a state 
of exclusive devotion to the Lord is everything. 
That is the marriage, and the only marriage, 
that the true believer in Christ recognizes as 
at the bottom of his existence. His external 
state with reference to the various institutions 
of men, was a matter of comparative indiffer- 
ence, to be left to the control of expediency, 
while he gave sole attention to loyalty to God. 

(12) ‘Art thou called, being a servant? care 
not for it: but if thow mayest be made free, wse it 
rather.’——This is evidently an exact parallel of 
his advice respecting marriage, and an illustra- 
tion of the same principle. He finds that the 
best state for a believer is one of freedom ; but 
if in any case persons found themselves captives 
of existing institutions, they were not to count 
it incompatible with their relations to Christ, 
or seek to free themselves in a violent way. 
Their expectation of the coming of Christ to 
break all their earthly bonds, was undoubtedly 
the element which kept them steady under this 
policy of passive conformity. 

(13) *Yeare bought with a price; be not ye 
th: servants of men.’—This, in a little different 
form, is the same idea with that at the begin- 
ning, where he says, ‘the body is for the Lord,’ 
and is the hinge and underlying principle of 
the whole discourse. They recognized, by the 
very constitution of the gospel, no owner or 
master but Christ; and in all their subjection 
to the laws and ordinances of men, they were 
radically obeying, not men, but Christ. Paul 
knew them only in that relation, and exhorted 
them to have no other master at heart. So far 
as Christ directed them, they were to pay re- 
gard to the outward institutions of the time, not 
however, out of respect or conscientious obli- 
gation to those institutions, but purely from re- 
spect to Christ, whose pleasure it was that they 
should comply. Whether as slaves or as citi- 
zens, as Jews or as Greeks, married or unmar- 
ried, they were to do every thing ‘as unto the 
Lord’——‘ in the name of the Lord Jesus.?--- 
The principle of their sole allegiance to Christ 
was always present in Paul’s mind, and was the 
essence of his doctrine of conformity. He had 
found a way of conforming peaccably to the 
ordinances of this world, yet without being 
subject to them---a way in which a man could 
be a faithful servant, and yet keep his interior 
independence, and serve only the Lord. In 
strict truth, there was a sort of righteous du- 
plicity taught in the church, in respect to hu- 
man institutions, and Paul was particularly an 
adept in it. His principles, while they would 
make men peaceable citizens, exemplary in 
conforming to all the circumstances of the so- 
ciety they were in, would after all, not leave 
an atom of loyalty in their hearts for the in- 
stitutions of the world, but would turn all their 
devotion, both of conscience and affection, to 
the kingdom of Christ. 

(14) ‘I suppose that thisis good for the pres- 
ent distress.,—The popular method of disposing 
of this chapter, refers all its meaning to the 
‘present distress’ spoken of in this verse ; and 
supposes that expression to allude to some pe- 
culiarity of their outward circumstances at that 
particular time, as war or persecution, which 
made occasion for Paul to think it not advisable 
to marry. But we have seen, and shall see 
hereafter, that he places his objections to mar- 


riage on entirely other grounds than those 
which this interpretation suggests. Further- 
more, if we go back to the 4th chapter of this 
epistle, (verse 8,) we find that the Corinthian 
church was in no particular outward distress of 
any kind, but rather in luxurious prosperity. 
It would seem from the account of them there 
given, that they were iu as good situation for 
marriage as people ever were. Hence it can- 
not be true that be referred to any necessity of 
an outward kind, belonging specially to their 
time and circumstances. The necessity or dis- 
tress which he had in mind, as appears from 
what follows, was the state of trial and labor in 
overcoming the world, intervening between their 
first faith in Christ as their resurrection-head, 
and the Second Coming which was near at 
hand, when their resurrection with him was to 
be perfected. That interval was a period of 
distress and necessity—a time of conflict in 
which the flesh was to be subdued under the 
spirit—a period when they were to work them- 
selves out of the spirit and fashion of this 
world, and prepare themselves for their final 
marriage with Christ. 
cessity which is involved in the Christian strug- 


It was simply the ne- 


gle for regeneration ; and such as every body 
is in who has undertaken to overcome the world 
and receive Christ. It was in view of the ex- 
igencies of this spiritual enterprise—the pre- 
senting of themselves faultless in the resurrec- 
tion—-that Paul urged the doctrine that the 
body is for the Lord, and wished them free, 
not only from fornication, but also from mar- 
riage. 

(15) ‘Such shall have trouble in the flesh? 
Having treated previously of married persons, 
the apostle is here considering the case of the 
And now, as _ before, 
matter of 


unmarried, or virgins. 
he refuses to treat the subject as a 
law, or conscience, and discriminates only be- 
tween expediencies. It is perfectly lawful to 
warry—‘ all things are lawful’—but ‘it is not 
expedient,’ because, marriage insures ‘ trouble 
in the flesh.’ It is worth while to consider for 
a moment, what is meant by this last expres- 
sion. We naturally refer for an explanation, 
to the definition of marriage, in the beginning 
of the chapter. ‘ The wife hath not power of 
her own body, but the husband: and likewise 


also, the husband hath not power of his own 
body, but the wife.’ Marriage beinga mutu- 
al sale of persons, you put the power of your 
own body into another’s hands, and of course, 
there will be ‘ trouble in the flesh.? The man 
will have trouble from incontinent pussion, and 
the woman from child-bearing. Paul did not 
consider this ‘ trouble,’ which attends and fol- 
lows marriage, as any thing to be deprecated. 
Indeea, it was in accordance with the general 
doctrine and means of grace in other cases: 
when a person was utterly unmanageable by 
ordinary influences, he was ‘delivered to Satan, 
for the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit 
might be saved.’ So Paul would say, ‘If a 
person is incontinent, and cannot give his body 
to the Lord, let him give his spirit to the Lord, 
and his body to marriage; he will then have 
‘trouble in the flesh’ that will reduce his body, 
so that the matter will come out right at last.’ 

(16) ‘But this I say, brethren, the time is 
short.-—W hat is the short time that Paul has 
here in view? Evidently, the interval previous 
to the crisis mentioned immediately after, in 
the same connection, where he says, ‘the fashion 
of this world passeth away.’ That was the 
event that was to come in a short time; and 
there can be no doubt that it was the Second 
Coming. There are multitudes of passages, 
in which the Coming of Christ is alluded to in 
a similar way, as a basis of exhortation to so- 
briety and separation from the world. 

(17) ‘Zt remaineth therefore, that they that 
have wives be as though they had none,’ &e.— 
On the principle by which those who were slaves 
were enjoined not to be the servants of men, 
the apostle now tells persons involved in mar- 
riage, and in the property-system of the world, 
to hold these relations lightly, and be in heart 
as theugh they were free. He counselled them 
in respect to all these worldly claims, as we 





have said above, to an honest duplicity: that 





while they conformed to them in externals, | 
peacefully for the present, they should transfer | 
all their real loyalty to Christ and the immor- 
tal state, which they were shortly to enter at 


his promised coming. 





A new heavens and} 
new earth were immediately before them, in 
connection with that event, and of course, an | 


end of the whole fashion and arrangement of this | 
world. In Christ’s declaration about the resur- 
rection, Matt. 22: 30, they had explicit ground 
for the expectation that marriage, at least, 
should be abolished ; hence there was a pecu- 
liar appropriateness in all Paul’s advice on the 
subject. He gives as a reason for their incipi- 
ent repudiation of marriage, that ‘ the fashion 
of this world passeth away.’ It would have 
been simply an equivalent reason, to have as- 
signed the saying of Christ, that ‘in the resur- 
rection they neither marry, nor are given in 
marriage.’ 

Here the fact should be distinctly noted that 
Paul does not undertake to deseribe what was to 
come after the fashion of this world had passed 
away. 
short time previous to that crisis, but does not 
We must assume that it was to 


He gives advice appropriate to the 


go beyond it. 
be the ushering in of an entirely different state 
of things from that which they were then in; 
but what the particulars were to be, he does 
All that we can know from what 
goes before, is that in that heavenly state the 


not say. 


Lord is the husband of the church, individually 
and collectively ; that his right to their souls 
and to their bodies supersedes all the rights 
which marriage gives ; and that in comparison 
with marriage, which conveys to another a 
person’s power over himself, that state is ene of 
perfect freedom. 

We must further keep in mind that he is 
here talking to carnal men, to whom he had 
said distinctly that they could not bear the 
deep things of God, the ‘ strong meat’ of the 
gospel, but only the milk of primary, incipicnt 
truth. He had in his own heart wisdom which 
he spoke only among the perfect. (chap. 2: 6.) 
He had been in the third heavens, and_ there 
heard things which he could not disclose to 
them at all--(2Cor. 12: 4.)—-things which 
related, we may presume, to the sequel of that 
crisis that was before the church, when the 
fashion of this world should have passed away. 
But he does not reveal, in any direct terms, 
these deeper mysteries. Tis expectations of 
that future state are only to be sought out by 
inference, and reasoning from the hints which 
he gives us, and from the nature of things. 

We have in the passage now before us a 
hint in regard to the change that was to come 
‘Let those that 
buy be as though they possessed not.’ Buying 


in property arrangements, 


and selling and selfish possession, is an institu- 
tion of this world like marriage, which was to 
On the day of Pentecost, it did 
pass away, for the time being, in the chureh, 
so that ‘ neither said any of them, that aught 


pass away. 


of the things which he possessed was his own, 
but they distributed to every man as he had 
need, and had all things common.’ This af- 
fords a glimpse, we think, of the permanent 
after-state of the church, in respect to property, 
when the fashion of buying and selling, had 
passed away. Whether a parallel inference is 
to be drawn in respect to buying and selling 
persons in marriage, must be left to each one’s 
own judgment. 

(18) ‘Careth for the things of the world, how 
he may please his wife,’ &e.—'The apostle hag 
constant reference to the primary idea that ‘ the 
body is for the Lord,’ and here, in addition to 
his previous objection to the marriage-sale, he 
points out the spiritual consequences ; the mar- 
ried care for the things of the world, how they 
may please each other, and not the Lord. It 
is evident that this objection, in his mind was 
a fundamental and perpetual one against the 
working of the institution, and had no refer- 
ence whatever to any special inconvenience 
then pressing upon the church. His reazon- 
ing in this verse must always have its full bear- 
ing so long as the believer is ina condition to 








need freedom from care, that he may give him- 


self to God—so longas he is in conflict with the 
world and requires discipline of spirit to hold 
him in loyalty to Christ. So long as he is in 
any degree liable to be turned away by the 
things of this world, these principles are per- 


‘ tinent and necessary. 


(19) ‘This I speak....that ye may attend 
upon the Lord without distraction.,—He would 
have all believers in a state of exclusive atten- 
tion to Christ---so earnestly bent on giving 
themselves, body and soul to him, that they 
would not entangle themselves with any other 
obligations. 

(20) * So then he that giveth in marriage 
doth well ; but he that giveth not in marriage, do- 
eth better.>—The apostle is here treating, either 
the case of a parent having daughters, or, which 
is more probable, the case of young persons who 
are engaged.’ He simply repeats the advice 
which he had already given, recommending 
one course as the best, but permitting another 
as lawful. He would put them under no con- 
straint of conscience about the matter. 

(21) ‘Oniy in the Lord.,—Here Paul ex- 
cludes all marriage with unbelievers, as deci- 
dedly as he does fornication. If persons find 
it necessary to marry, it is to be only within 
the church. There is no license whatever in 
his morality, for intermarriage between the 
church and the world. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

We will now try to sum up what is before us. 

1. We have the general doctrine that the 
body is for the Lord. 

2. Fornication is vehemently condemned as 
the worst violation of that principle. 

3. Marriage is tolerated as a refuge from 
fornication ; but is treated as a snare and a di- 
version from Christ, to be avoided if possible. 

4. Voluntary abandonment of marriage ob- 
ligations already contracted, is prohibited. 

5. Marriage with unbelievers is prohibited. 

6. Interior conformity to the claims of mar- 

riage, is prohibited. 
7. These doctrines about marriage are not 
based on any temporary circumstances, but on 
the nature of the marriage contract and rela- 
tion, which gives men and women the owner- 
ship of each other, to the damage of Christ’s 
ownership. 

8. We have allusions to an ultimate state, 
expected as near by the church, when their 
then ‘present distress’? would terminate, not in 
marriage, but in entire freedom from the fash- 
ion of the world. 

Ail these ideas may be brought together and 
presented in their true connexion, by substitu- 
ting in our minds the idea of Slavery for that 
of marriage, thus: Suppose that a body of 
persons living in a slavye-territory, and involved 
in slavery as owners or slaves, are called by 2 
deliverer who has come among them, to emi- 
grate at a period not far distant, to a land of 
freedom. And suppose that in addition to the 
usual laws of slavery, the government they are 
under makes it criminal for any one to employ 
free labor ;--which supposition is necessary to 
make the case parallel with that of marriage, 
since the law of marriage probibits connexion 
of the sexes without marriage. Such being the 
circumstances, the advice of the deliverer, if 
he were as wise as Paul, would be as follows : 
“Avoid breaking the law. If any of you cannot 
live without servants, buy them. But the bet- 
ter way is to get along without help, rather 
than entangle yourselves with slavery. If you 
buy servants, buy only those who are in sym- 
pathy with our project of emigration, and treat 
them notas servants, but as brethren. Let 
those who are slaves, be obedient and faithful : 
let there be no running away, even from mas- 
ters who have no connexion with our enterprise. 
Let all remain quiet and peaceable, and bide 
their time. We shall soon be ina land of 
freedom.”’—Such seems to us to be the tone of 
Paul’s counsel about marriage. 

Weare not responsible for those counsels, 
and might content ourselves with simply being 
honest in bringing them to light, without en- 
dorsing them. But we are free to say in con- 
clusion, that, for our part we think Paul was 
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are wise and good for all who have a higher 
objectthan that of perpetuating their race ; viz., 
the attainment of eternal life for themselves. 
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BROOKLYN, FRB. 5, 1853. 


Who is Responsible ? 

It is related that Dr. Beecher, with characteristic 
humor, once put up a prayer of this kind :—‘ 0 Lord 
grant that we may not despise our rulers; and grant 
that they may not act so that we can’t help it.’ 
The N. Y. City Common Council could not have been 
included in this petition, or else the Lord did not 
gee fit to anewer itin full. If we take the testimony 
of the daily papers, this honorable body is the great- 
est public nuisance that was ever endured. Censure 
and contempt are poured upon it without measure ; 
and we fear it is a case where people despise their 
rulers because ‘ they can’t helpit.’ Ina late article 
in The Independent, the current charges against 
this body are thus summarily stated:—that “its 
members are flagrantly venial and corrupt; that 
their official votes are bought as readily and as reg- 
ularly as hats at Genin’s, or ices at Thompson’s ; 
that ‘such a Railroad bill cost forty thousand 
dollars to get it through the Council,’ such another 
sixty thousand, and yet another an indefinite sum, 
caleulable at any mark between fifty and a hundred 
thousand. It is said that sales of public lands 
have been made by the city functionaries, privately 
and dishonestly, ina way to inure immensely to 
their own advantage. It is charged that these and 
the like profligate and criminal practices, while put- 
ting enormous sums of money into the pockets of 
these officials, have increased the city-taxes a mil- 
Jion and a half ina single year.” 

But, remarkable as this state of things is between 
rulers and people, such profligacy on one side and 
railing contempt on the other, we confess it does not 
strike us so singularly asthe comments of The Inde- 
pendent. Tnremarks which follow the statement we 
have quoted, it deplores the effect of such conspicu- 
ous corruption upon the moralsense of the young 
and the impulse it will give to dishonesty in all class- 
es; and describes the dreadful evils that are to en- 
sue in the following manner ; 

**There come every year to this metropolis of 
New York thousands of young men, fromthe coun- 
try or from other towns, eager with hope, flushed 
with ambition, ‘to make their fortune.” There are 
scores of thonsands of these in the city to-day, in 
clerkships, tellerships, or just engaging in business 
tor themselves. Their one intense desire is * tomake 
money.’ ‘To this, «ll other things are practically 
subordinate ; and the sooner it can be accomplished, 
the better and the happier, they judge, for them- 
selves. And now let any body compute, if he can, 
the terribly inflaming power on the passions and all 
the evil propensities of these thousands of young 
men, that will flash out from an understood corrup- 
tion in public functionaries. It is perfectly ineal- 
culabie. No man can measure the disastrous effects 
of such an appeal of prosperous, splendid, and suc- 
cessful wickedness ; the innumerable michiefs to flow 
in ever widening currentsfromit. Generations can- 
not exhaust them.” 

The substance of Te Independent's comments 
are here presented; and the remarkable point which 
attracts our attention is this—that the writer recog- 
nizes the love of money as the very element of life, 
the burning passion of youth all over our country, 
and yet instead of directing his attack against this 
passion which according to his own confession in an- 
other paragraph underlies all other vice, he expends 
his indignation on those who only incidentally in- 
flame it to higher intensity. If what he says here 
is the true state of things, the moral sense of 
ihe young is shockingly debased already, and the 
responsibility of the Commen Council is trifling com- 
pared with what attaches to a public sentiment 
that countenances such a general state of morals in 
regard to love of money. For our part, if society is 
interiorly so corrupt, we should hope this surface-ir- 
ruption in the City Government which makes so 
much talk, would rather exhaust than stimulate the 
fundamental evil. We cannot conceive of anything 
more demoralizing than a religious sense and a relig- 
ious press which complacently tolerates the love of 
money in its incipient stages, and only denounces its 
revolting excesses. WW. 





28" My. D. P. Nash, a member of our Brooklyn 
Family, found an elegant porte monnaie in the cars 
of the Hudson River Railroad, on the 27th ult. It 
contained a sum of money and several other arti- 
cles, some of which indicate that it belonged to a 
fashionable young lady. Mr. Nash left it at the 
“Office of the Railroad, and advertised it in the Daily 
Times. Nobody claimed it, and the Clerk coz the 
Railroad Office has returned it to the finder. Tie will 
keep his prize a while yet as he found it, in hope of 


| pressly designed for baptismal purposes. 
jmanufactured from 





They are 
Vulcanised Metallic Rubber 
Maclntosh Cloth, resembling in appearance Black 
Bombazine ; are easy and pleasant to wear, and are 
warranted perfectly Water Proof. Also, every va- 
riety of Vuleanised Metallic Rubber Fabrics, whole- 
sale and retail. D. HODGMAN. | 

New-York India Rubber Warehouse, Nos. 87 Mai- 
den Lane and 59 Nassau street. 

N. B.--Orders thankfully received and promptly 
attended to. All orders for the Baptismal pants 
should be accompanied with the number of inches 
around the breast and hip, length of the leg inside, 
and the size of the boot or shoe worn, Xe. 

It is wonderful what improvements are being made 
on the simplicity of old times! We once saw a pic- 
ture of a man taking a shower-bath with an umbrel- 
la over his head, and congratulating himself on find- 
ing out a way to enjoy bathing without being in dan- 
ger of having his nerves shocked. This picture was in 
a book of caricatures: but the above slip is a genuine 
bona fide advertisement in the New York [Baptist] 
Recorder. Baptismal Pants—warranted perfectly 
water proof! Itisa very natural suggestion, and 
probably will occur to this accomodating India Rub- 
ber Warehouse that candidates for immersion as well 
as the clergy, would go through the ceremony more 
agreeably if they could slip on something like a 
water-proof sheath. We do not see why they would 
not get all the virtue of the performance in that way, 
because the water cannot be worth anything if it 
is obnoxious to the ministerial legs. H. 





(3 The Tribune of Friday last, has an article 
from Mrs. E. Oakes Smith, defining her position in 
regard to Marriage and Divorce. She goes against 
divorce in toto ; and says that ‘the only plausible 
pretext for divorce, might be found in the case of 
those who marry for the sake of children, and are 
disappointed in this expectation.’ The following ex- 
tract presents the most remarkable feature of the 


article. 

If the sentiments of marriage are no deeper than 
fidelity to the marriage bed, and this has been vio- 
lated, I do not see that the State has any thing to do 
with the matter. The contracting parties take each 
other with the hazard vf human infirmities, and I 
do not see that the State has any thing to do with 
their obliquities ; least of all should it take the office 
of surveillance, and go peering into bye places in 
search of proof, and then open the revolting details 
to corrupt and shock a community. The parties 
should be compelled to keep their degrading secrets 
to themselves, and bear them as best they may, asa 
part of the contingencies of the contract. What has 
the public to do with what is purely a matter be- 
tween the parties? I would admit of divorce least 
of all for unfaithfulness; becausé, in the case of hus- 
band and wife, cach has the other so in his or her 
own keeping, that it seems to me that the State has 
less right to intermeddle here, than in cases of 
which it now takes no account. 

Is this position to be regarded as the extreme of 
conservatism, or is it intended as a covert blow at 
home-jealousy, and legal interference? It seems to 


look both ways. A. 


Home-Talk by J. H. N.---No. 167. 





{Rerortep ror tHe Cincurar, June 16, 1852.) 
CONFIDENCE IN HUMAN NATURE. 

As my faith in God increases, my faith in 
man, asacreature of God and under his 
control, increases. Human nature is God’s 
work ; and it isa good work—very good ; 
and it deserves confidence. It is treacher- 
ous, and unworthy of confidence, as it is 
abused by the devil, and thwarted and 
turned aside from its original, and legiti- 
mate action. But this cause of distrust is 
displaced, so far as we recognize the coun- 
ter-working of Christ’s spirit, as a supernat- 
ural force, that God has provided, superior 
to the perverting foree. There is good 
ground, so far as that counter-working force 
comes into the field, for confidence in the 
human heart, with its passions and powers. 
There is no ground fer confidence in the 
flesh, considered separate from God, and 
subject to the powers of evil; but we can 
have confidence ina heart that receives 
Christ, and expect good and not evil of it. 

We shall find that it isa special char- 


acteristic of the devil, that he does not be- 


lieve in the existence of virtue. He ex- 
hibited his true character in his answer to 
the Lord concerning Job. ‘* The Lord said 
unto Satan, Hast thou cousidered my ser- 
vant Job, that there is none like him in the 
earth, a perfect and an upright man, one 





that feareth God and escheweth evil ?”’ At 
this Satan sneered and said, “‘ Doth Job 
fear God for nought ?”’ Dissipated, corrupt, 
worldly men, do not believe in the existence 
of virtue. They scoff at the idea of things be- 
ing done from any other than selfish mo- 
tives, and at the idea of truthful, virtuous 
life. With them it is, ‘You give me 50 
much, and I will give you so much:’ and 
they boldly deny that there is anything going 
but mercenary, cold, selfish calculation.— 
The wiser men grow in this world, the more 
the trait becomes manifest in them, of utter 
unbelief in the existence of virtue. The wis- 
dom which produces this effect descendeth 
not from above ; it proceeds from the fath- 
er of lies. It is an influence that would 
make us discredit not only human nature but 
divinity ; it would destroy all trust. 

Human beings are capable of being truly 
virtuous. There is goodness in God that 
can go out into man and make him truly 
righteous. God made human nature for 
noble attainments ; and from what we have 
seen we know it is adapted to work out into 
all goodness and beauty: it is constantly 
developing valuable treasures in the charac- 
ters of those who confess Christ. It turned 
out in the case of Job, that Satan, with all 
his pretended sagacity, did not understand 
the depths of human nature ; and that God 
was right in boasting of the uprightness of 
his servant. 

The issue between the Orthodox and Uni- 
tarians, is on this point. The Orthodox say 
that human nature is desperately wicked, 
that it is totally depraved, and has nothing 
good in it. ‘The Unitarians take the other 
side of the question, and contend that there 
is something good in mankind: and they 
claim that their doctrine is most favorable to 
improvement; that it is encouraging to re- 
formers to believe that there is something 
in human nature that will respond to their 
efforts. We stand where we have the 
strength of both parties. We have no con- 
fidence in the flesh; we believe in human 
depravity far beyond the Orthodox ; and at 
the same time when we bring the gospel into 
the field, and give Christ his dominion, we see 
a ground of hope and confidence in respect 
to human nature, far beyond the Unitarians. 
The Unitarians say that human nature is 
good without Christ. ‘The Orthodox say 
that human nature is not good, even with 
Christ. We say that it is good with Christ, 
and not good without Christ. 

FOR 
The Goodness of God. 

The goodness of God is spoken of in the 
Bible, as producing two results on mankind ; 
first, leading to repentance, and second, giv- 
ing strength to the heart. Paul, speaking 
of the goodness of God, (Rom. 2: 4, ) 
makes this earnest appeal:— Despisest 
thou the riches of jis goodness, and forbear- 
ance, and lonz-suffering ; not knowing that 
the goodness of God leadeth thee to repen- 
tance? David, in the 27th Psalm testifies 
thus: ‘TI had fainted unless I had believed 
to see the goodness of the Lord in the land 
of the living. Wait on the Lord; be of 
good courage, and he shall strengthen thine 
heart. In another place he says, ‘ Oh how 
great is thy goodness, which thou hast laid 
up for them that fear thee; which thou hast 


THE CIRCULAR. 


wrought for them that trust in thee before’ 


the sonsof men. Thou shalt hide them in 
the secret of thy presence from the pride of 
man.’ Again,‘ Be of good courage, and be 
shall strengthen your heart, all ye that hope 
in the Lord.’ God is spoken of as ‘ very 
pitiful, and of tender mercy ;’ as ‘merciful 
and gracious, long-suffering, and abundant 
in goodness and truth.’ . 
It is only as we see the goodness of God 
jn his dealings with us, that we can be cour- 





ageous, and strong of heart. There js no limit 


to his goodness toward those who are obedient 
to his will. If we love him, and are thank- 
ful, his bounties are open to us: he has 
boundless treasures in store for us, and de- 
lights to bestow his gifts on those who trust 
him. 

There are times in every believer’s expe- 
rience, when he feels that he is losing every 
thing—that God is stripping him of all that 
is dear ; —but it is that he may give a hun- 
dred fold. For he that forsaketh all these, 
houses and lands, wife and children, &-., 
‘ shall receive an hundred-fold in this pres- 
ent time, and in the world to come everlas- 
ting life.’ Not till there is a full surrender, 
a letting go of every thing, does he give the 
hundred-fold. In this his goodness is most 
clearly shown. He demands this surrender, 
that we may appreciate all good things as 
his gift ; for it is only as we have this appre- 
ciation, that we can truly enjoy anything. 
The treasures that are of this world, which we 
seem to possess, are liable to pass away at any 
time ; but thos. which God puts us in posses- 
sion of, are secure from ‘ moth and rust:’ the 
inheritance which he gives to us remains for- 
ever. ‘The greatest of all gifts—that in which 
his goodness is most manifest—is eternal life 
itself. This alone, where there is a real appre- 
ciation of it, will keep the heart continually vi- 
brating with a song of thankfulness. 

L. H. B. 
‘allingford, Feb. 2, 1853. 





Jas Apprehensions are evidently felt, though not 
admitted, of a coup de main of Napoleon ILI. against 
England. Among other symptoms, it appears that 
Government is making inquiries of the various Rail- 
road Companies, how many men and horses, with 
munitions of war, they could carry to any specified 
point in case of emergency. Arrangements are also 
making to have the regular troops and militia avail- 
able at a moment’s notice. A large military station 
is to be founded near Birmingham, and no more of 
the regulars are to be sent trom home, at present. 
In the Navy-Yards the greatest activity prevails. 

Twenty line-of-battle ships, eighteen frigates, and 
fifteen smaller ships-ol-war, fitted with the screw- 
propeller, are building in the French Navy-Yards. 

Napier, the ship-builder in the Clyde, recently 
received orders for sixteen frigates from France, but 
the British Admiralty canceled the order, and gave 
similar orders for Eugland. 

An article, believed to be written by the Emperor 
himself, in the Muniteur, complains bitterly of the 
correspondents of The London Times, Morning 
Chronicle, and Advertiser. Some see in it ascheme 
to excite hostilities toward England.— Tribune. 





Anecpore or Dr. Lyman Beecurr.—When in the 
early part of his life, Dr. Beecher was living in 
Litchfield, he passed » Sunday in New Haven. He 
dressed with homely simplicity, and was diffident in 
conversation, so that it was no easy matter to judge 
of his quality. Dr. Strong was then settled over a 
Congregational church in that city, and professional 
usage required that he should entertain Beecher at 
his house and invite him into his pulpit. He looked 
distrustingly upon the plain country pastor, and la- 
mented the terrible necessity. But there was no 
alternative, except through a breach of courtesy. 

Beecher sat meekly in the pulpit through the 
morning and afternoon, but was not asked to take 
any part in the performances. 

In the evening, Strong intimated to him, very 
coldly, that if he chose todo so, he could preach for 
him, and was shocked by his acquiescence. 

‘A man who will accept an invitation tendered in 
such a way as this,’ thought Strong, ‘cannot preach 
a sermon fit for any congregation to listen to.’ He 
was mistaken, however, for Beecher had barely less 
pride than genius, and he felt keenly the coldness 
of the great man, as Strong was then considered. 

The evening came on. The church was brilliantly 
lighted, and thronged with the heauty, fashion and 
intelligence of that home of gentleness and learning. 
Strong had offered the evening prayer, and was sit- 
ting in stern ill humor while the choir was singing 
ahymn to precede the sermon. Beecher became 
restless, and his face was fiushed with sndden ex- 
citement. Me turned to Strong, and inquired in a 
low, hurried voice, ifthe sermon could be a few mo- 
ments deferred—he had left his manuscript in his 
chamber. 

* No,’ said the Doctor with exnltant but ill natured 
sharpness—and grasped a Bible to select a text for 
himself, glad that an accident was to relieve him and 
his congregation from the mortifying infliction he 
had dreaded. 

He was too fast. Beecher had been stung to the 
heart by his manner, and recognizing the words of 
the last line of the hymn, sprang to the desk, and 
before Strong recovered from his astonishment, had 
announced his text for an extemporaneous discourse. 

‘Tt is the will of God,’ thought the vexed and 
humble pastor, and he prepared himself to listen 
with Christian resignation. 

For a few moments the young preacher spoke with 
a slight hesitation, as if, while giving his introdue- 
tion, he was revolving in his mind an extended argu- 
ment. Soon his voice rang clear and loud, his sen- 
tences became compact and earnest, and his manner 
caught the glowing fervor of his thought. All was 
hushed but his impassioned tones ; the great assembly 
was as still as death; and leaning forward, with 
blended wonder and admiration, the pastor felt steal- 
ing over him from the hushed air, the rebuke of his 
Master, for his harsh judgment and cold treatment 
of his young brother. In after life he used to relate 
the story, and confess that he never heard such elo- 
quence as that of the homespun young Beecher. 

Exchange Papers. 





Letters Received. = 
D. Logan; 8. Lea; W. 8. Moss: E. H. Hamilton; 
A. Smith; R. Pratt; G. W. Robinson. 
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